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Testimony of Albert Bpeer, taken at Nurnber 
Germany, 18 October 19 150-1700, by Lt. a 
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M. I, Gurfein, AJS, S USCC. 


ålso presenti PicÉ. Sonnenfeli, 
and Miss Evelyn Low, Reporter, 


"o 4- - PEN P m 
¿aterpre ter 


You have already been sworn I take 


Yes, 


Col. Gurfein to Interpreter: 


Do you solemnly swear thet you will truthfully, completely 

6nd accurately trenslute from English to German the cues ti ons 
eng from German to English tne the witness given 
here to-cey to the best of your &bility, help you God. 


I ào, 


-- — 
Iv] eh Iz 
- 21:3" LA eed 


1 wented to ask you to-day about the Central Planning Board? 
Yes. 
Were you the cheirman of that office? 


The Contrel Planning Board was no office as such, it wes a 
‘place Where decisions were made. The Sintra 1 Planning Board 
wes not led by me Düt the decisions were nade by three men 
in common ~ by Mileh, Koerner end myself, After we took 
over the production depsrtuent from the Ministry of Zcononiios 
the fourth man, Funk, wes edded. 


And did you attend all the meetings of this Central Planning 
Board yourself? 


I took part in all sessions except from February until May, 
when I was sick, 


| 
In whet year? 
1944. 
And while you vere.cwey, during February 


receive reports of the proceedings so 
the situation? 
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A Eweg kept informed. of ell current events b; the chief of my 


ministry. The exact minutes of tne sessions of the Central 
Planning Board i only read Jeter. 


Qu So that when you returned to work in May 1944 you 
the minutes of the decisions ; 
Fleming Board, I take it? 


vent over all 
discussions of the Central 


I don't remember this exactly but/ you must remember that when 

l returned after my sickness I came into the middle of much 
work and the plane attacks were going on at thet time. 1 
more or less tried to catch up with the information that I 
had missed with the use of certain key words in order to denote 
what hed happened in my absence. But I will say now,’ frankly, 
that if a decision has been made, no matter what its nature, 
thet I will tell you about it if I know about it now, even if 

I did not know about it εὖ the time it wes made. 


Who was your representative in the Central Planning Board at 
the time of your illness? 


In the case of absence of one of the members of tbe Central 
Planning Board no deputy wus chosen but one of the other members 
took over the functions of the absentee. 


Who was it? 
I believe that it was Milch in this case. 


You méan that you were acting as the Chairmen of the Central 
Planning Board before you became ill end thet Milch took 
your place as Chairman? 


There was no Chairmen in the Central Planning Boord es such, 
the three members hed equal jurisdiction and powers, thus 
Milch was not Chairman when I was absent. In preetice, 
however, it happened that Milch and I would usually agree 
upon what to do and Koerner played a subordinete part more 
or less, 


T? a , u ἜΤ; 2 γ 

But to represent the production office of yours you mus t T 
hed a man there to represent your interests Guring the bine 
of your illness? 


May I say the following here. We egreed that in the Central 
Planning Board Milch and I would not represent spevial 
interests. If that hed been so there would have hsa to be 
other representatives besides us. Yor instance, there should 
have been àne for the Navy and also somebody to represent the 
other mein factors. We agreed that we vould be impartial in 
representation on the Board andi thet wo would not beinere 68 
representatives of our representative i nistries. 
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To put it clearly to you, did Kehrl work for you? 


Kehrl was in cherge of the Planning Boerd in 1944 end this 
Plenning Boerd made a draft for the sessions of the Central 
Planning Board. 


Was Kehrl your ceputy?:- 


ko, Well Kehrl.as such had ` very difficult position. He had 
& double position. He was in cherge of the Planning Board of 
the Production Ministry cnd as”such was responsible for the 
plans of this Minist 


To whom, to you% 
Yes, he wes my ‘subordinéte. 
So that you were his Minister? 


Yes. His second function was in connection with the Planning 
Board of the Plenipotentisry General for Armaments. In this 
capacity he was responsible for the total planning which wes 
outéide the proper competence of my Ministry. 


And who, at that time, was the Plenipotentiary? 
I was thet and I elso was the Chief of Kehrl. 


So that in both capacities in which Kehrl worked you were his 
chief, is.that right? 


when aid you take over your position as chief of the Armaments 
ffice? 


You must differentiate here between different phases. On 8 
February 1942 I took over the Army Office for Armaments, 
that is, I was the successor of Dr. Todt. In July 1945 
I took over the Armament Office of the Navy. In September 
1943 I took over the Production Office of the Ministry of 
Economics, And in Adgust 1944 I took over the Armament 
Office of the Air Force, That was after tn interim stage 
hed -been created after March af 1944 by the Jaegerstab.- 


The mese rstab was & branch dealing with fighter planes, was 
it not, in connection with aeroplane production? 
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And you h 
εὐ that 


Yes, the Jaegersted tried to 


jurisdictionsl disputes be 
that Goering would not give 
manufacture of air planes, 


That means that during your 
went τοι jurisdiction to 
to responsibility, &lways 


Yes. 


So that each time that you 
were cognisent alreecy of 
thet 
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ed a co-ordinate jurisdiction withGoering or Milch 
time, in the spring of 19447 


cot out of the wey of any 
euse it could not prevent it 
over to me completely the 
even of fighter planes alone, 


career in charge of ermaments you 
jurisdiction end from responsibility 
taking on more responsibilities. 


took on e new jurisdiction you 
many end different problems 


new jurisdictions? 
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more difficult amd partly this 
When 1 took over 
Ministry of Economies this e 

end more comprehensive jurisdic 
Looked at as 


the Production Department 

à the purpose of giving 
tion over all thess 
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your disposal. 
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the problems created by 
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Secondly, you’ also had the problem as a result ofthe bombing 
of where to locate factories and indeed tho whole question 
of having adequste factory fa cilities? 


This is & question that is extremely difficult to enswer. It 
was my Position thet we shou ti repair existing factories by 
committing everything we hed at our disposal for this purpose. 
Others took the position that those factories should be re- 
located. I could not afford the change over to new localities 
from olà localities because such & move always entails the 
loss of at least a half year's production, For instance, 
the aircraft industry after the intensive attacks on the 
fighter plene industry of February 1944 received the orcer 
from the Air Force to shift these factories and to cease all 
production in the present location, 


But in general the cuestion of factory facilities, together With 


the question of raw materials were two of the larger problems 
that you had to meet? 


Yes. 


There was always Sra. was there not. end thet was the 


LE 


question of obtesining a sufficien upply of labour? 
Yes. 


Τη connection with the obtaining of a sufficient labour supply, 
what were the slternetives that you had before you. I am now 
talking of the sources of lebour supply? 


To the first degree the manpower which I should receive from 
the employment offices, thet is through Seuckol's department. 
Do you went ze to mention all the deteils? 


Yes. 


So far es Sauckel is concerned, the manpower we received from 
him wes thet which was made availeble by the Shifting of 
German industry and we knew these under the heading of 

"Fluctuation", Then German manpower that could be naturally 
mobilised. Then. the foreign nenpower that was made available 
by Sauckel from road, Then a greet source was also the 
prisoners of war, thet is for total procuction, However, 
most of these were already distributed—before my time. That 
is sO because the were almost no prisoners of war coming in 
efter 1942. The next were the workers that ceme from con- 
centration camps. 
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Anā this now represented all the sources 
hed et your disposel? 


In the great outline, yes. 


Without pausing to discuss the various types of Germen labour 
that were available because that is fairly obvious, what 
types of foreign labour aid you have available? 


When you talk of foreign workers you cannot look at it in 
that way that they were directly available to me, It was 
hendled in such a manner that the employment offices would 
assign German and foreign workers and then I would be 
informed about the total numbers of workers that were 
available. 


Obviously, the number of workers that were available or were 
to be supplied fluctuated, did it not? 


Yes, they. fluetusted. 


So thet when you séy thet before you took office the foreign 
workers had elready been distributec or alocated, naturally 
after you took office there h&à to be constent additions 
to the numbers? 


There is a misteke. Only the prisoners of war were distributed 
before i entered my office, not the foreign workers. Thet 


ig so because the bulk of the prisoners of wer were taken 
in 1940 and 1941 and were then distributed. 


Do you meen by that that up to the time when. you took office 
foreign workers were not being sed in Germany? 


Yes, I believe they were elreedy there but I cannot say exactly 


~ ae 


in whet numbers. 


When you took over your office for the first time you must 
meade a survey of the available manpower for the armaments 
industry generally, did you not? | 
When l took over my office for the first time you must remember 
thet I' was en architect and not an expert in these matters. In 
other words I hed to get familiar with the job first and I aid 
not find any exact informetion ebout it. To this must be 
added that I received intensive prograus for armements from 
the Army Armament office. These hed elready been given-*o 
Todt who was my predecessor but ior the realisation of thes 
plans, this department (the Armament Office of the Army) 
calculated the necessary supply of metericls end manpower. 
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When for the first time did you make a survey of whet the 
avai lable manpower was in Germany to meet your tasks? 


never made any such investigation because it was not my 


task to sscorttin what the totel manpower was in Germany 
that would be available. 


didn't mean for you to meke the survey directly but you could 
have asked somebody for it, as for example, Sauckel? 


made & survey at that time how much manpower I could obtain 
from the building program, that is, if building was to be 
interrupted for an extended period of time. This survey 
showed that approximately one and a half million lebourers 
or workers could be drawn from the building program if 


drastic reductions were effected. If I remember correctly 


this calculetion was not precise but merely estimeted,. 

It did not only include the workers who ip directly in 
the building industries but those who geve material 
ssistance to the building industry. 


Did there come a time when you had to estimate the needs for 
foreign workers in Germany? 


I never estimated it in this manner. 


In what manner did you estimate the needs 


he German armaments industries? 


It was not my task to estimate how many or how much manpower 
I needed from abroad but rether I had to rely upon the amount 
of foreign and Gemen workers that Seuckel could make available 
tome. I want to say the following here. ido not wish to 
give the impression that I want to deny the fact thet 1 
demanded menpower and foreign manpower froi Sauckel very 
energetica lly. 


With respe ct to this foreign manpower that you were reouesting 
from Sauckel, w means did you discuss es to how these 
foreign york ers: coul be brought into Germany? 


believe that regarding the first phase end I think that we 

are talking about thet right now, Sauckel empha Sise the 

fact that the foreign manpower Was coming voluntarily into 

Germanye As ior a8 "I remenber the voluntary manpower st that 

time was the. manpower originstiag in the raine, 

fet period are you talking about now when you discuss this 
voluntery coming of workers, especislly from the Ukraine? 


I don't know how long the manpower from the Ukraine actually 
came voluntarily f 


— 
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When did you first find out then that some of the manpower 
from the Ukraine wes not coming voluntarily? 


It is rather difficult to answer this here, that is, to neme 
a certain dete to you. However, it is certain that I knew 
that at some particular point of time that the manpower 
from the Ukraine did not come voluntarily. 


And does thet apply also to the manpower from other occupied 
countries, that is, did there come 4 time when you knew that 
they were not coming voluntarily? 


Yes. 


When, in general, would you sey that time was, without placing 
e particuler month of the year? 


As fer es the Ukraine situation goes I believe that they did 
not come voluntarily any more after a few months because 
immense mistakes were made in their treatment by us, I should 
sey offhand that this time was either in July, August or 
Septemoer of 1945. 


And es to the other occupied countries, for example Poland, 
when dià you find out that foreign workers were being brought 
in against their will? 


I believe that I received almost no manpower from Poland, That 
was because Polish manpower usually was allocated into 
agriculture, that was an old tradition or old practice with us. 


Just by the way, you used Polish workers in the mines didn't you? 


ves but they lived there. That was in the Polish part of Upper 
Silesia. In the Ruhr coal mines Russien prisoners of wer 
were used in the main, And by the way I only took over this 
aspect of production in September 1945, 


With respect to the Czechs, when did you first find out thet 
Caech workers were being sent into Germany ageinst their will? 


as far as the Czech workers are concerned, I believe thet only 
on one occasion was a recruitment progran carried,.out there 
and that wos done by the Air Fores. Tf I remember correctly 
80,000 Czesak workers were recruited to be taught certain 
techniques in Germany and then returned to their homes. The 
Governor Prank of the Protectorate πεᾶ a hard fight &galnst 
this taking away of manpower from his area and imeexchange 
ho always offered an increase of production in his area. 
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With respect to Dutch workers for example, when did you 
first find out that Dutch workers that were not volunteers 
Were being brought into the Reich for work? 


With the best intentions I cannot make & differentiation 
here between the different n=tions because, es such, I 
was not interested in the distribution of manpower ‘that 
cams from the west, 


But many workers actually did come from the west did they 
not, to Germany? 


Yes, 


wit 
came from the western countries, the western occupied 
countries, came against th wi to Germeny? 


Theat means then that the sreét majority of the workers that 


Yes. 


Who made the decision to take these foreign workers 
their will into Cermany? 


It was the task of Sauckel to make deci 


. 
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But surely Sauckel by himself could not meke ε decision of 


ese far-reaching international impcrtence as thet? 


Sauckel «es Geuleiter 
Bormann end Bormann, 
on this to hitler 
militery coumendexs 
this metter and I 


nnection with 

would report 

give the competent 
haa been reached in 
outside of Goering 
or Hitler would have instruct the military 
commeénders and as far I remember the Foreign Minister : 
of the Reich head to be consulted several times in order tc 
come vO Bone sgroement With the French Government, 
— 


That is Herr von Ribbextr 
Yes. 


Personally? 


I egnnot sey this exac 


d "e fac 
Go believe thet E born iani 
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the Ukraine, will you please 


ad for concurring with thet policy? 


in the last analysis the 
for the — ower being deported out 
competent deputy of Adolf Hitler in 
lieve thet I could not heve refused to 
that came from ebroad sny more then 8 
ve done that. 
jusstion of your own responsjbility for the 
sant, is it your view en that the deputy of the Fuhrer 
Hollend for exemple was guilty of a crime in forcing 
Dutch people to come into the Reich against their will? 


reason, 
in foreign 
stated dat re the case 
upon the gnitlon of an indepem ent 
that in ‘her case of Dutch workers for 
reason thet you could give? 


eask you then, when you state that th re were no 


offer, I understood you to mean that there were no grounds 
legally wuüich could be offered to support or defend the 
bringing in of Dutch workers against their will into Germany? 


zrounds to 


ὦ [ο 
Ives 


mnot defend that and it was not my task either to 
tigate these things or to defend them; 


but I ask you now as you sit here whether there is eny ergument 
or ground that you can avance to justify lege lly the 
deportetion into Gernme 


ny of these Dutch worker s against 
the ir wi 11 7 


grounds? 
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A. I had a correspondence wath Sauckel in the Spr of 1944 
and in a letter he accused me that I .was” ling the 
foreign workers in Germany deported workers. He stated 
that those foreign workers had been legally taken to 
Germany and there could be no talk of deportation. 


But when you wrote to Sauckel in the spring of 1944 you 
believed, did you nots as you state, that these workers 
head in fact been deported from Holland? 


Yes, it was my opinion that they had been forced ta come to 
Germany. 


And that opinion held for a considerable period of time 
before you wrote the letter to Sauckel? 


Yes. 


Did you ever object to anybody about this policy of bringing 
labour fran occupied countries into Germany against 
their will, 


Yes, I did that at the moment when the tr ort of foreign 
workers did at e to me as far as the production 
in the occupied areas concerned, 


But I mean on mord or legal grounds, did you ever object, 
I cannot remember that but I will think about it, 


So that the period when you were asking for labour 
it seems c , Goes it not, that you knew that you were 
obtaining foreign labour as well as domestic labour in 
response to your requests and that a large part of the 
foreign labour was forced labour? 


Yes. | 


of illustration, suppose that on ` 
quired 50,000 workers for a given 
in a requisition for 50,000 workers, 
there would be forced foreign 


categories that mentioned at the be 
— —— pta camps, Do you Scoala that 7 
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This labour that was in the concentration camps, did you 
requisition that as you did other labour ? 


Ae far as I imow, the allocation of mmpower from concentration 
camps was directly negotiated between the Commandants of 
the concentration camps and the factory managers without 
consultation of department for the commitment of labour 
but not of Sauckels, Sauckel knows exactly what I thought 
about it but I cannot say with certainty just how this was 


So that I take it that in the case of the concentration canp 
labour your office was in even more direct relation to it 
that in the case of the fore workers because Sauckel 

did not have to intervene in the matter? 


I believe yes but I cannot say exactly but this can be 

EM TIO At any rate Sauskel was excluded from this 
matter. I cannot say whether this would be epplicable in 
every case, Sauckel could tell you, I don't know whether 
the emp nt office was excluded in every such case 
because they had to ascertain the needs, 


But, in general, the use of concentration camp labour was 
known to you and spproved by you as a source of labour’ 

Yes. v 

And you knew also, I èske it, that mong the inmates of the . 
concentration camps there were both Germans and foreigners ‘ 

I didn't think about it at that time, 


As a matter of fact you visited the Austrian concentration 
camp personally did you not 1 


I didn't =- well I was in Mauthaussen once but at that tine 
I was.not told just to what categories the inmates of the 
concentration camps belonged. | 


But in generd. everybody knew, did they not, that foreigners 
who were taken away by the Gestapo, or arrested by the 


Gestapo, as well as Germana, found their way into the 
concentration camps: 


Of course, yes, I Gidn't mean to imply mything like that. 
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Were there any other special categories of re “ὃς ams 
that were separately treated as, for example, | 


In 1942 for instence we used Jews in German factories, 
Foreign Jews or German Jews | 
I believe German Jews, 


Put your mind on foreign Jews, Did you use those for forced 
labour in Germany { 


As far as foreign Jews are concerned, Hungarian Jews were used 
in the building program, * 


And when was that - in 1944/ 
Yes that was in 1944, 


Who made the decision to use the Hungarian Jews for this 
building work / 


There is a history to that, Do you want me to tell you about 1t. 
Yes please, briefly. | 


Hitler had the intention to build great underground aeroplane 
factories in the Fall of 1943. He gave an order to that effect 
However, I did not concur in that and therefore I did not 
execute the order in all its strictness, In March of 1944 
the director of the Central Organisation Todt office submitted 
plans for these to Hitler, This was during the period of my 
illness, In this connection he stated that the building 
should be finished within six months, Hitler gave Dosch a 
direct order to build these six factories outside the normal 
κα oh gp of my Ministry. Thore were several bic differences 
in s question between Goering and myself and also between 
Hitler and myself, As a result of these differences I 
received a written order from Hitler that Dosoh was to build 
these six factories. The order should still there, As 
fer as I know the Hungarian Jews wore made available for the 
building of these six factories by direct negotiations mkh the 
Dosch carried out, | 


Q. Carrie out with whom, 
A. I don't know exactly and I cannot-say this because all this took 
_place during the period of my illness but I believe there is 


a note Shatxy about that with the official papers that are in 
your possession, 
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When did you recover from your illness 
In the middle of May 1944. 


Did you transact any —— city; during April 1944 before you 
were completely recovered 


Of course I always had to do a few things in spite of my illness. 

Where were you actually while you were 111’ 

At first I was in Hohenlychen, that was because I had an 

_ dnfection of the kme@, from there I went to Klesshein, 
near Saltaburg and from there to Merano, 

And where were you in April 1944/ 

In Merano. 

Did you transact business from Merano ‘ 


Yes, i did this in a restricted measure, I was there to 
recover but every three or four days something came up. 


And Gid your people bring you papers to sign NT 
Yea, I believe, yes, 
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I want to ask you again, did you not personally order the 
. Arrangements to be made for the deportation a Roe ϱ 000 
Hungerian Jews for the project you have descri d 


No, I did not order that personally, * 
I want to show you a letter of 17 April 1944 (1584 PS Document V) 


@ photostat, and ask you to read it through and tell me 
whether you wrote that letter or dictated T 


er 


4 


As is apparent from the two letters TAE and the No, 474-44 
it is evident that this originated in the Technical Department. 
The minutes of the discussions with the Fuhrer were always 
published under my name in order to give them the greatest 
possible authority, This is the result of such a discussion 
which took place during my illness, I did not write this, 
Sauer was the author of this document. 
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Q Ami before this document was written you already knew and 


per stetpeted in the discussions as have previously 
for 


you 
about the obtaining of 100 000 Hungarien Jews 
5 Dosch — 


I believe that this is the same but it is out of the question 
that I perticipated in it because I was sick at the tine, 


But you did tell us the history of the thing a little while 
ago concerning the requirements for the Dosch project and 
as I understood it you said that you knew that the Hungarian 
Jews were to be brought into Germany for purposes of this 
project, Is this corgect 


I only didn't know the date Any more, I didn't know whether 
this was before or after, At my rate it was not before 
discussion that took Place with Hitler at that time, 


What was not before, the letter or the lnowledge! 


What I mean to say is that I didn't know about the coming of 
these 100, Jews to-Germany before this letter 
‘Was written or be ore the discus sion took place with Hitler. 


But when you recovered and before the Hungarian Jews actually 
you knew about it, is that what you — 


d object in to the use or to the transport of 
Bag Hungarian Jove by force) 


Xo, 

I just wanted to @ak you with respect to the coal ors, did 

_ You ever issue instructions to the effeot that Nee P 
workers to be used as 9dal miners should got be given the 
Semo medical examination as German miners 


No As far as I know the p t society f and coal 
. ka igh y tor coal 


determined the fore workers in the 
and determined whether they were "4 be used as miners, 


Do remember be E t | 
ard on the 22 Jj 1942) ing of the Central Planning 
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I ca:not say åt just like that but it must be 50. 


I want to show you a scopy of the minutes of the meeting and 
ask you whether you recognise that you were present at the 
meeting’ 


Do you want me to read all of it 

Yes ' 

I believe that the verbatin report of this should still be 

^ 4n existence and from that it could be determined who 
made the suggestion that the "Knappschaft doctors should 
be informed that prisoners of.war should be judged 
differently from German miners", I could not give 


directives of any kind to the Knappschaft doctors, not 


even in "m acity as being a. member of the Central 
Planning Board. 


Well Germany was an authoritarien state at the time, Somebody 
could give orders to the coal miners doctors as to the 
physical standard they should apply, could they not / 


Yes but I didn't know who that was and in my opinion it was 
the Ministry of Labour who was competent in any social 
uestions, Or the trade supervisers which were in the 
pour Ministry. 


At any rate do not deny that you were present at the 
meeting at which the suggestion was made and you did not 
take exception to it! 


I cannot remember it ang more but I certainly did not object 
ο το it. 


I asked you towards the beginning whether you ever had my 
conversations with Hitler eoncer the policy decision 
of employing compulsion with respec to the obtal ning of 

labour, Do you remember that! 


e | 
Yes I remember it and I repeat my answer that 1 could find 
out from the minutes whether such discussions took place, 


I will show you & protocol of the conferences with the Fuhrer 
" en the 10th, 1153 and 12th August 1942, written up by you 
and call your attention particularly to what is recorded 
as Page 16 and —* you to read it and see if it refreshes 

your recollection 


— 
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It is certain that the conference took place, otherwise it 
would not have been contained here. 


Does that, after looking at it and after Ὁ out it, 
. refresh your recollection a little as to the 6 tanoes 
of the meeting and the discussion,’ 


May I have the night to think about 4t and I am sure that I 

will remember something about it then, You must take into 
account that during & conversation with the Fuhrer thirty 
or forty different points were brought up and that such 
discussions took place almost every three wooks, Xou mast fur- 
thermore take into account the fact that all these documents 
that you show me now, you received from me, so then you oan 
believe me that I am not tryigg to hide anything. 


The question I want to ask you is not so much whether you 

. pemenber this ticular conference as wether it does not 
remind you that you did discuss at some _ime or other żuk wth 
Hitler the question of compulsion of foreign labour / 


That was certainly the case and it is apparent from this note, 

fo this I must add that Hitler would rather see foreign 
workers in Germany than in production in the foreign 
countries, I further wish to add that if you go through 
the minutes of the conferences with Hitler you will find 
that the commitment of labour was frequently discussed in 
the beginning, that is in dagust and Sept r 1942 and that 
from there àn there are no further points on this subject 
conteined therein, This is due to the fact that at that 
time the differences between me and Sauckel already existed 
in that Sauckel discussed his problems either directly with 
Hitler or Bormann. 


But is it clear to you, Mr, Speer, that in 1942 when the 
decisions were being teken concerning the use of forced 
— 7 n that you participated in the discussions 
yourse | 


Yes. 


So that I take it that the execution of the progran êf 
bringing foreign workers into Germany ap νο under 
Sauckel was based on earlier decisions t had been taken 
with your agreement, 


Yes, but I must point out that only a very small part of the 
manpower that Sauckel bro t into was made available ~ 
to me, a far larger part of it was allocated to other 

departments that demanded them, 3 
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A certain number of these foreign workers were used specifically, 
for the armament industries under your control, were they not. 


I don't quite understand the question that you are putting to me, 
15 goes without saying that a certain amount of the workers 
were employed by me but it was no specific part of the workers. 


So that some of the workers at least who were brought in to 
Germany against their will fram the occupied countries were 
used f ο NEXLRBANERXRÉÍ manufacture of munitions of war and 
weapons! : | 


Not just some of them, a great part of then. 


Did you ever, in connection with the obtaining of foreign 

. @livilien labour from the occupied countries, participate 
in discussions about making them prisoners of war and 
then them into Germany’ | 


I remember that something similar to that was discussed, I 

. Bemember that this question came up in connection with . 
Russia and when we retired from there, The soldiers said 
that the male p was used to fill the Russian ranks 
and they were being armed and it was discussed whether it 
would not be better to make them prisoners of war and bake 
them to Germany instead of having them fight against us. 


In other words, you say that you were present at a discussion 
where it was proposed that ordinary civilians who were not 
bearing arms or in uniform were to be arrested and made 
prisoners of war as if they had been combatants: 


I cannot say it in just this manner but I suppose have ᾱ 
. Gocument which makes this apparent, - ay 


No, but I would like you to rely on your own recollection 


if p e present as you said you were, But please tell 
us your own memory | 


Look here, you really must not expect too much from my memory, 
I had a great number of worries but rest assured I would say 
so if I remembered that such a discussion had taken place, 
As far as I know it was not only a question of commi sting 
manpower but also a military question. With the best 
intentiéns I could not swear to it, 


I want to show you then a minute of a conference with the 
Fuhrer which you signed, dated 8 1945 with a No,17 
on it and ask you please to read it ugh > 


This is quite so as Hitler said that in these cases very 
determined action had to be taken, IN TIT , i 


εν ΜΕ. 
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And you ἀῑᾶ not object to it, I take it? 


“No, I dåd not object. 


I would like to call your attention, if I may, to the fact 
thet the reason given is that Russian prisoness of war are 
needed in the amount of approximately 150,000 to 200,000 
for the mines’ that if these prisoners could not be released 
by the Army then ection would be teken against the civilian 
populati on? 


That is whet the document says, yes. 


So that the basis of the déeision, as explained in the document, 
was not to protect the military interests but for the purpose 
of obtaining needed labour, Is not thet correct? 


I Z àon't know this exactly but it is a fact that in July 1946 
I was not responsible for coal; as the document sets forth 
Sauckel and Pleiger were responsible to execute these orders 
end that they Were to report to Hitler. As the ão cume nt 
furthermore states, I merely requésted a copy of this report 
for myself, 


So that, as I understand it, these Russian civilians thet were 
to be brought in were not to be used only for the coal mines 
but also for the armament industry as well? 


No, I believe that coal in the first degree. It should also 
be investigated whether this was ever carried out. You 
cannot say that every order that was given by Hitler wes 
always carried out, Ani I believe that at this time the 
Supreme Commenders of the Army Groups had different worries 
then just to carry out such measures. 


Q. What interests me was thet you said that you wanted & copy to 
be sent to you end you also state that you did not heve coal 
mines in your jurisdiction but in fact you did have the 
armament industry in y&ur jurisdiction and I ask you whether 

Se) those workers thet were not euitsble kaxka for coal mines 
ae were not to be put under your supervision for armament work? 


A. ‘There are two reasons why I was interested in a copy of this, 
The reason τῶ gave is undoubtedly correct. It is evident 
that only & t, say about half those workers, were suitable 
to work in coal mines, The other half was availeo le for other 
purposes, In the Central Planning Board Pleiger was 
responsible for the he&náling of the coal production and then 
as a member of the Central Plenning Board I was interested 
whether the manpower that wes promised by Sauckel would De 
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actually available, This was because coal production was the 
base of the total production. ; 


Qe. Let me ask you another thing with respect to this memorandum of the 
8 July meeting 1945, it is stated in that - and I will read it 
in'Germ&n and then translate it: 


"The Fuhrer ordered at the same time that these prisoners 
of War who ere not fit for the mines should immediately 
be placed in the Iron industry in the manufacturing and 
Supply industry and in the armament industry". 


Was that the general policy with respect to the use of prisoners 
of war? 


No, The fact was that the remainder of the workers that could 
not be used in coal mining were free for other uses, dit was 
my purpose in this conference to secure at the seme time those 
workers for other purposes that could not be used in the coal 
mines, It was the general line that Sauckel was responsible 
for the distribution end allocation of manpower. + want to 
βαᾶᾶ here that it is not certain that Sauckel actually carried 
out Buch a plan. 


What I meant to ask you generally is, was it the policy to employ 
prisoners of war in the armaments factories? 


Not only the armament industry cam under wy jurisdiction but also 
the subsid@iery industry of the Iron Products industrgjes. And 
my total competence was not défined as that of a Minister for 
Production, 55 is done in other countries, but as. a Minister 
for Armonents, 


But regerüiess of your competence or jurisdiction, wes it & 
generel practice to euploy prisoners oi war in the making of 
munit ions? 


I believe that prisoners of war wore employed in armament factories 
but I did not pay any attention to this fact. 

Did they include only Russian prisoners of ver or did that also 
incbude British, American, Frengh, Polish, Dutch, Belgien,. 
Norwegian prisoners of wer? 


That-ineludes all prisoners of wer. It was not my opinion that 
I had any obligetion to pay attention to this, and i don't 
know Whether the oonditions which I found in 1942 as Τετ-ες 

"it concerns prisoners of war where ever changed during my—time,. 
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Let me understend; when you wented labour from prisoners of 


War did you requisition p ners of wor separately or did you 
ask for a total number of 


Only Schmelter can answer th exactly, as fer es the commitment 
of prisoner of wer labour goes it wes effected through employment 
officers of the Stalags. tried several times. to increase the 
total number of prisoners of war that were oocupied in the 
production at the expense the other demand factors. 


Will you explain that little more? 


o 


in the last phase of proĉuction, that is in the year 1944 when 


everything collapsed, I had 40% of ell prisoners of war employed 
in the production, J wanted to heve this percentage ingreased, 


And when you say employed in the production you mean in these 
subsidiary industries that you have discussed end also in the 
produetion of weapons and munitions, is that right? 


Yes. That is the total extent of my task. 


Did you ever discuss any means of raising the productive 
capacity of prisoners of war? 


Yes. As a matter of fact we sent circulars to the factory 
managers in order to tell them how the prisoners of wer should 
be treated so that their productive capacity could be raised, 
One circular was sent out in either April or May 1944, 1 know 
that because 1 just read it. I believe that it is exemplary 
80 fer as the recommendations go for the prisoners of war. 


And did that include also the treatment of prisoners of war 
who Were working in weapons and munitions factories? 


This was a general circuler that was sent to all the managers of 
tho factories, You must remember the fact here that some of the 
armament industry also produces Other goods, take Krupp for 
instance, in addition to producing armaments they produce 
locomotives and other products, 


Did you ever discuss, by the way, the requirements of Krupp for 
foreign labour? 


It is certain that it wes reported to me what lack Krupp had 
in foreichk-orkers, 


Did you ever discuss it with any of the members of the Krupp firm? 
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A." I cannot say that exactly but during ths time of my activities 


I visited the Krupp factory more than once end it is certain 
that this was discussed, thet is, the lack of manpower. 


Did you ever discuss the labour problem with Gustev Krupp von 
Bohlen und Holbach? 


I think that this is out of the question because Krupp was very 
old and I only saw him once during the years of activity. 
If any such question came up it was discussed with the 
responsible directors of the factory. 


Did these directors ask you for foreign labour? 


It is probable that they reported to me the totel needs fn 
manpower., it is not probable that they informed me about their 
requirements for foreign labour unless they had the opinion 
that at that time German manpower was not evailable. 


Coming back. to the full use of the capecities. of prisoners of 
wer, was it ever suggested in any conference that you know 
about that the productive powers of prisoners of war could 
be increased by giving jurisdiction over them to the 88? 


No, I cannot remember thate 


Did you ever see the minutes of such 8 meeting? I will show 
you & memorandum of a conference of Sauer with the Fuhrer end 
others, dated 6 March 1944 in Berlin? 


i cannot say whether this was the cage. This conference took 
place in March of 1944, that is, during the period of my illness. 


If there is a notation on the document - Geseben Spper, then I 
saw the document after my iliness. | | 


In connection with your trip to Austria, was it'the purpose of 
your trip to establish concentration camps close to the side 

of factories so that the concentration camp inmates could be 
readily used as labour in the new factories? 

When was that trip to Austria? 

Wes thet in 19417 

In 19417 I was not a Minister then. 

What were you then? 4 

T was an ajūhitsct in 1941, That was not 1941 it must be later. 


You had discussions with - 


I cannot remember ths neme at the moment. A 18911 





Do you know zigruber? 


A. Yes. It must have been about 1945 or 1944 but 4 don't know 
.Ὀοσοῖιγ. I will think about it. 119 fact that we were 
anxious to use workers from concentration cemps in factories 
end to establish small concentration camps near the fagtories 
in order to use the manpower that was available there Was & 
general fact. But it did not only come up in connection with 


this trip. 


(Whereupon at 1700, 18 October 1945, the hearing was 
adjourned) 
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